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| Us .Tonkin Role
’ F aulted by Sen ators 5

’g By Richard Harwood

A pou : S Washington Post Starf Writer ﬂ

01 Senate Foreign Relations Committ é

ee mem-|

1I\Jders y’estgrday turned‘up little support for Sen. Wa;g;j

N o;ls_els gltel;v that the Johnson Administratio
isted the country over the i

Angust 1one the Tonkin Gyilf

There is, however,

Substantial feeling within the Com-’
mittee that:

* The Administration |
i s ma
/Jg?n»: gecetwid itself at ch;
t about the gravity of :
‘[1onkm incidents. v of the

® The Adminij i
| aministration ma
ave acted impetuously op unji
wisely in responding to the in.
cidents with aip strikes against
North Vietnam.

¢ Administration g

pokesmen
,1 /28y have been guilty of a lack
.jof complete candor jp their
fipublic statements.
Marse has chargeq th,
naval vessels “;rovoszips;
4Noz'th_ Vietnamese attack on:
the night of Aug. 4, 1964 and;
1 that the Government “mi’sled"'
I glflehgcvv:mtrg inhits explanation
| and why the incident:
bocum Y the incident
Another member of th

L. e F "
elgn  Relations Committgg
Sen. Eugene McCarthy (D!
M.mnj substantially agreed
with  Morge yesterday in gz
stateme{qt issued in New|;
quz{shxre where he s cam-l
baigning for the Presidency, |

Gult of Foren|
B o i
are still obscure or in doot?lil?‘

MeCarthy said. “What
{obscure and what c:nn]cft nl?et‘
Jcl.oubted is that the accoynt
I8iven ‘to the American pedple
and Congress was not geeyr e i
jand the Administraijon knew/|(
See TONKIN, a9, oL, ;' |

L

- ever, were the only members

or should have known this aiitended effort by the Comm}i}t-z
the time . .. It is gnly a part|tee to find out how and why
fe tlm:ttém of m?sxi,dgnfent the Administration behaved asi
o pisstatemem o e |it did in August, 1964. Another
and missta :

AR . product of that effort is a top-
tion "which ~ has ‘contfrually secret report from the Com-,
concealed the true facts about)mittee’s staff that reportedly|
the war- from ‘the American|lends weight to the Morse-l
peaple.” McCarthy point of view. i

= : An active member of the:
Morse and MeCarthy, how-|committee, Sen. John Sher|
man Cooper (R-Ky.), said yes-!
terday that “on the basis of
" what I have heard I believe (1)
?ave expressed that view. thus that there was a battle of
ar. ) some sort (on Aug. 4) and (2)
A more typical judgment that it was not deliberately
was that of Sen. George Aikenjprovoked (by the United
(R-Vt.) whe said: “My own States)...

. inei.| 1 don’t question the retali-
feeling is that when the et otion (bombing) . . . but the

dents were first reported t°;incident itself was not large
the White House and o Con-'enough to require the resolu-
gress, Secretary of Defenge tion.”

Robert McNamara fully be. Sen. Clifford Case (R-N.J)
lieved he ‘was telling the tru iwho, like Cooper, Is a critie of

8 the rue present U.S. policy in Viet-
story. I am much more inter-!nam, said he is less concerned
ested now in what will happen | about rehashing the history of
in the next three months than|the Tonkin Gulf incidents

. {than he is concerned with
what has happened in the past President Johnsom’s “misuse”
three years. |

|of the Tonkin Resolution to
Refers to Testimony icontinually expand the war.
« s Another Republican, Sen.
.Ct?mpetltors'can go on - Frank Carlson of Kansas, is
definitely proving their case|szig fo have “grave doubts”
(about the Tonkin incidents). I; about how much the Pentagon
will say that if what the Secre-iand White House actually
tary told us th ‘knew about the Tonkin inci-
(Tu};sda ) w © otllxer' 48, tents at the time they ordered
") was gospel, it I8 etaliatory bombing strikes.
something ~we should have!

, kman’
been told a long time ago.” lsp];mn;c?aii:iew Sen.  John
McNamaxjas testimony t‘”s arkman of Alabar.na how-
the Committee will be made|>P ;

ubli o _lever, replied, “Not at all,”
?ainincg toorlélgreﬂoth}:;gesbocg& when he was asked if the Ad-

words., Iministration had misled the

; : ;.11 Committee. .
Questions of whethr UGS e "1 think he’ sald, “ihat
r U.S. ves- '
sels’ there was no purposeful mis-
els-were actually attacked byly di t the C ittee (i
th; hNorth Vietnamese and‘lzg‘t;',l,g o ¢ Lommi eev‘m
whether  the response—air| : -
strike-—was justified. I“Sen.dJc;;hn Wllhamf (R-Dﬁig:

#fhe. McNamara testimonytre used to comment on

: “oa jeontroversy. “That’'s between

was. taken as part of an ex-|gen™ Morse and  Mr. Mec

Namara,” he said. .

Sen. Karl Mundt (R-S.D)
said it “is certainly not true
that Sen. Fulbright and Morse
speak the majority view of the
Committee in regard to the
Tonkin Bay incident. Probably

{about five or six others do
share their view.  About the
|same number lean to the Ad-
ministration view. In between
lare the rest of us, who are
still concerned in varying de-
grees, Mr. McNamara has
cleared up some of our ques-
tions but certainly not all.”

i A liberal Democrat on the
{Committee, who declined to
-be identified, said “there was
no intentional misleading” by
the Administration, but its
“retaliation and response” to
the Tonkin incidents was
“inexcusable.”

Another Democrat took sub-
stantially the same view and
said the forthcoming tran:
script of McNamara’s testi-
mony will show that the Ad-
ministration retaliated against
North Vietnam on the basis of
“scanty evidence.”

Committee Chairman J. W.
Fulbright is said to have con-
cluded that the main lesson
from the Tonkin study is not
that the Administration is
_given to dupleity but that it
(has been incompetent in deal-
{ing with the issues of war and

| peace.

of the 19-man Committee who
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